REMARKS 

Claims 12, 17, 18 and 29 are pending in the application, of which Claims 12, 17 
and 18 are independent. 

Applicant's undersigned attorney thanks the Examiner for the courtesies extended 
during a telephonic interview conducted on September 22, 2009. 

During the interview, Applicant's representative reviewed Claim 12 with the 
Examiner in regard to the prior art, in particular U.S. Patent No. 6,947,174 (Chen). Applicant's 
representative emphasized that Chen failed to disclose or suggest the features of rewriting an 
attribute to indicate default among the attributes included in attribute information of another 
downloaded profile which has been held in said holding means, wherein, if a deletion means 
deletes a downloaded profile held in a holding means, an image forming apparatus forms an 
image based on the downloaded profile having the attribute information in which the attribute 
indicating default profile is rewritten by using said rewrite means by a downloading person. 

In response, the Examiner indicated that she believed that the term "rewriting" 
was not used in the specification to describe the process of changing a default attribute's value. 
Instead of "rewriting", the Examiner indicated that the term "setting" was used in the 
specification for describing the process of changing the value of the default attribute. Therefore, 
the Examiner requested that the claim elements regarding "rewriting" be clarified using the term 
"setting." 

In addition, the Examiner suggested that the method claims did not conform to 
current USPTO guidelines regarding method claims directed to a computer- implemented process. 
Specifically, the Examiner requested that the method claims be more closely tied to the apparatus 
executing the method. 
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Applicant submits that the foregoing amendments to the claims address the 
Examiner's remarks and concerns regarding the formal matters raised regarding the claims. 

In regard to the substance of the claims, the Examiner indicated that the most 
recent amendments appeared to overcome the present rejection, but a further search would be 
required before the Examiner would advance the case. No other agreements were reached 
regarding the substance of the claims. Applicant further submits that the foregoing amendments 
and remarks constitute the entire substance of the interview. 

No other matters having been raised, the entire application is believed to be in 
condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 

No claim fees are believed due, however, should it be determined that additional 
claim fees are required, the Director is hereby authorized to charge such fees to Deposit Account 
06-1205. 

Applicant's undersigned attorney may be reached in our Costa Mesa, CA office at 
(714) 540-8700. All correspondence should continue to be directed to our below-listed address. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Frank Cire #42.419/ 
Frank L. Cire 
Attorney for Applicant 

FITZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY 10104-3800 
Facsimile: (212)218-2200 
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